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I  BEG  to  draw  the  attention  of  all  loyal  subjects  of  her  Most  Graciou; 
Majesty  the  Queen  to  the  fact  that  "  Catholicism"  is  not  necessarily  j 
synonyme  for  treason,  nor  "  Catholic  "  for  traitor.  Some  of  the  oldes 
Roman  Catholic  families  in  this  country  are  amongst  the  most  devotee 
adherents  of  our  beloved  Queen.  It  is  true  that  the  Roman  Catholicisn 
of  Archbishop  Manning  and  Cardinal  Cullen  is  of  the  extremest,  the  mos 
Ultramontane  and  disloyal ;  but  that  it  finds  any  response  in  the  heart 
of  the  old  Roman  Catholic  families  of  this  country  is  contradicted  fr 
their  unswerving  loyalty  to  the  Queen.  And  so  convinced  am  I  tha 
it  would  be  nothing  short  of  a  national  calamity  that  the  people  of  Ire 
land  should  be  left  to  the  tyranny  and  oppression  of  the  Ultramontam 
priests,  who  are  everywhere,  as  in  Spain  and  Italy,  the  oppressors  o 
Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  alike,  that  I  desire  an  opportunity  o 
showing  to  my  fellow-countrymen,  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants 
and  those  by  whatever  name  called,  who  are  those  men  who  will  protec 
them  from  the  grasping  despotism  of  such  disloyal  men  as  Archbisho] 
Manning  and  Cardinal  Cullen,  and  who,  while  granting  and  securing 
to  all  men  religious  liberty  and  equality,  will  maintain  the  supremac; 
of  Queen  Victoria.  I  will  remind  my  fellow-countrymen  that  reli 
gious  equality  already  exists  ;  that  no  man  is  persecuted  or  proscribe* 
on  account  of  his  religion,  and  that  true  Catholicism  consists,  not  i: 
obeying  a  foreign  prince,  but  in  obeying  the  Apostolic  precept — "  Fea 
God ;  honour  the  king."  And  no  greater  misfortune  could  befal  ou 
brethren  in  Ireland  than  that  the  representative  of  religious  liberty  an< 
the  Queen's  supremacy  should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  poor  an< 
the  powerless  should  be  left  to  the  unrestrained  power  of  Spanish  an< 
Italian  priests. 

It  is  a  mistake  for  Protestants  to  suppose  that  all  Roman  Catholici 
approve,  and  desire  to  be  subjects,  of  the  Ultramontanism  of  Dr.  Manning 
and  Cardinal  Cullen.  If  the  Roman  Catholics  in  England  were  to  fal 
under  its  power  they  would  cease  to  be  loyal,  as  the  Ultramontanist; 
have  in  Ireland.  And  if  Dr.  Manning  proceeds  much  further  there  is 
actual  danger  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England  becoming  disloyal 
Mr.  Whitton,  a  Roman  Catholic  barrister,  has  written  a  pamphlet  tc 
show  that,  whenever  circumstances  occurred  to  abate  the  divisions  tha' 
existed  between  the  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  in  Ireland,  Rome 
interfered  to  aggravate  those  divisions,  and  to  produce  discontent,  aliena- 
tion, and  hatred  of  England ;  and,  because  he  was  a  man  of  moderate 
opinions,  he  was  treated  with  the  utmost  contempt  by  the  Ultramontane 
Roman  Catholics.  In  that  pamphlet  he  complained,  as  Lord  Beaumoni 
and  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  had  complained,  that  modern  Rome  spewec 
moderation  out  of  her  mouth.  Mr.  Vincent  Scully,  also  a  Roman  Catho- 

Note. — Any  one  who  can  read,  can  test  the  truth  of  the  assertions  and 
quotations  in  this  pamphlet,  by  examining  the  documents  referred  to,  in  anj 
Free  Library  in  the  Kingdom. 


lie,  has  written  a  pamphlet,  in  which  he  declares  that  he  was  not  returned 
to  Parliament  because  he  would  not  accept  the  policy  of  the  Ultramon- 
tanists.  Therefore,  it  is  for  the  religious  liberty  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
as  well  as  of  Protestants,  that  the  great  Protestant  power  of  England  is 
invoked;  so  that  the  tyranny  of  priests  may  be  destroyed,  and  the 
Queen's  supremacy  maintained.  All  Catholics  were  not  born  in  Rome  ; 
and  some  know  the  value  of  freedom  from  the  Ultramontane  yoke. 
Let  the  attention  of  all  who  are  loyal  to  Queen  Victoria  be  directed 
to  the  words  of 

THE  QUEEN  AND  HER  DEFENDERS. 

The  Queen  took  an  oath  to  defend  and  support  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland.  After  repeating  the  words  of  the  oath  to  that  effect, 
she  descended  from  the  throne,  removed  the  crown  from  her  head,  and 
kneeling  down  at  the  Communion  table  in  Westminster  Abbey,  and 
laying  her  hand  upon  the  open  gospel,  the  Queen  said,  "All  this  I 
promise  to  do,  so  help  me  God."  Next  let  me  quote  the  words  of  those 
who  are  the  supporters  of  the  Queen's  supremacy  and  religious  liberty. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said :  ""We  have  heard  something  lately  on  the  crisis  of  Ireland. 
In  my  opinion  the  crisis  of  England  rather  is  at  hand,  for  the  purpose  is  now 
avowed,  and  that  by  a  powerful  party,  of  destroying  that  sacred  union  between 
Church  and  State,  which  has  hitherto  been  the  chief  means  of  our  civilisation, 
and  is  the  only  security  for  our  religious  liberties." — Letter  to  Lord  Dartmouth, 
March  24, 18G8. 

Again:  "I am  not  in  favour  of  paying  the  Irish  priests.  The  right  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  who  has  had  the  power  of  the  crown  in  large 
proportion  for  now  a  quarter  of  a  century,  has  never  done  anything  for  Ireland 
but  make  speeches  in  favour  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  object  to  any  proposal  for 
the  destruction  of  the  Established  Cliur.?1^  in  Ireland,  which  must  add  to  the 
grievances  of  that  country." — Speech,  (Times)  March  17,  1868. 

Again  :  "  This  I  will  venture  to  say  that  they  (the  Articles  of  Union)  are 
amongst  the  most  solemn  monuments  of  the  empire.  I  have  regretted  that  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  remarks  have  been  made  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  upon 
the  Articles  of  Union,  which  seemed  to  me  to  strike  at  the  very  basis  of  all  social 
security  and  political  stability.  What  of  tv.3  Bill  of  Rights  ?  Are  you  prepared 

to  give  it  up  ?  Have  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  no  interest  in  their 

faith  ?  Have  they  no  regard  for  their  churcli  ?  Has  their  history  not  been 
identified  with  that  institution  ?  Are  their  feelings  not  to  be  regarded?  What, 
then,  must  we  think  of  a  statesman  who  comes  forward  with  a  measure  which 
must  revive  all  tho  acrimony  and  hostile  passions  which  have  so  long  been 

opposed  to  the  tranquillity  of  that  country  ?  We  are  to  have  two  camps 

in  Ireland  j  and  for  Protestant  ascendancy  is  to  be  substituted  the  Papal  su- 
premacy. The  United  Kingdom  is  a  Protestant  kingdom.  The  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom  are  a  Protestant  people.  They  defend  and  cherish  a  Protestant 
throne,  and  any  attempt  to  establish  a  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  connection 
with  the  State  would  be  a  thing  which  no  practical  man  would  support." — 
Speech  on  Irish  Church,  April  3,  1868. — Standard. 

Again :  "  I  believe  the  supremacy  of  the  sovereign  is  deeply  fixed  in  the 
minds  of  th.3  people  of  England,  and  that  the  more  this  question  is  agitated  the 
more  will  that  principle  come  to  the  surface," — Speech,  May  1, 1868. — Standard. 

Again :  "We  opposed  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  1. 
Because  we  considered  it  a  retrograde  policy.  2.  Because  we  thought  it  endan- 
gered property.  3,  It  disunited  the  principle  of  religion  from  authority.  4. 
Because  if  adopted  we  could  see  nothing  to  prevent  its  adaptation  to  England. 
The  royal  supremacy  must  in  either  case  be  destroyed.  It  has  hitherto  been 
looked  upon  as  the  corner-stone  of  our  constitution.  It  is  universally  deemed 


BO  as  regards  religious  liberty,  and  the  only  guarantee  of  our  civil  rights."— 
Speech  (Standard}  May  5,  1868. 

Again :  "  I  can  assure  you  that  so  far  as  the  Protestant  churches  and  the 
Protestant  institutions  of  Ireland  are  concerned,  you  need  have  no  fear  that 
her  Majesty's  Government  will  not  stand  by  them,  and  to  the  utmost  of  their 
power  support  and  maintain  them.  The  question  is  simply  this — Do  the  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom  wish  for  a  revolution  ?  Do  they  wish  for  a  subversion 
of  those  institutions  to  which  they  owe  their  happiness  and  their  greatness."— 
Eeply  to  deputation  of  Protestants.— Standard,  June  9,  1868. 

Again :  "As  I  hold  that  the  dissolution  of  the  union  between  Church  a>nd 
State  will  cause  permanently  a  greater  revolution  in  this  country  than  foreign 
conquest,  I  shall  use  my  utmost  energies  to  defeat  these  fatal  machinations." 
Letter  to  Eev.  Arthur  Baker,  April  9,  1868. 

These  quotations  show  that  the  Queen  is  sworn  by  the  most  solemn 
oath  to  defend  the  Protestant  institutions  of  the  realm,  and  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  is  determined  to  uphold  the  supremacy  of  the  Queen,  and  the 
union  of  Church  and  State. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said:  "  The  measure  proposed  by  the  Eight  Hon.  Mr. 
Gladstone  would  not  tend  in  any  degree  to  the  desired  end — to  conciliate  those 
who  first  of  all  told  them  that  the  land  question  was  to  be  settled  on  a  basis, 
and  in  a  way  to  which  the  present  Parliament  would  never  assent,  and  that  in 
the  end  there  was  to  be  a  repeal  of  that  union,  the  inviolable  and  fundamental 
basis  of  which  was  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland.  I  feel  bound, 
where  a  wrong  is  about  to  be  done,  and  property  to  be  taken  away  from  those 
to  whom  it  belonged,  to  protest  against  the  spoliation.  I  cannot  be  a  party  to 
severing  that  Church  and  State  under  which  it  is  the  glory  and  the  privilege  of 
the  State  to  uphold  the  light  of  the  Eeforination  in  the  midst  of  Ireland." — 
Speech,  Standard,  April  1,  1868. 

LORD  STANLEY  said:  "If  the  Eight.  Hon.  Mr.  Gladstone  repeats  on  the  hus- 
tings the  phrase  which  he  uttered  in  his  most  emphatic  tones  the  other  night, 
'justice  delayed  is  justice  denied,'  I  think  he  will  find  in  the  crowd  some  one 
with  common  sense  enough  to  ask — '  If  this  be  justice,  by  whom  has  it  been 
delayed  ?  You  have  had  the  power  in  your  own  hands  for  twenty-five  years, 
why  did  you  not  do  justice  ?  " 

Let  particular  attention  be  paid  to  the  following  words  of  Lord  Stan- 
ley, whose  deep  sagacity  and  cool  determination  are  the  praise  of  every 
country  in  Europe  : — 

"  Behind  all,"  said  the  noble  lord,  "  lies  a  difficulty  more  grave  and  per- 
manent than  any — a  diffictdty  felt  at  this  moment  in  almost  every  civilised 
country  of  Europe — the  difficulty  of  reconciling  the  modern,  the  Protestant, 
the  liberal  (no  party  sense)  idea  of  administrative  and  social  arrangements  with 
the  totally  different  notions  of  both  which  are  held  by  a  devotedly  Catholic 
community  under  tJie  influence  and  guidance  of  their  priests." — Speech,  Times, 
March  31, 1868. 

I  ask,  then,  whether  the  noble  lord  is  not  aware  of  the  bigotry  and 
tyranny  of  the  Ultramontane  Roman  Catholics,  and  which  his  lordship 
says  are  totally  opposed  to  Protestant  ideas  ?  Let  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants  alike  beware  of  increasing  the  power  of  Dr.  Manning  and 
Cardinal  Cullen!  Let  Lord  Stanley's  words  be  remembered,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  following  spoken  by  Mr.  Newdegate  : — 

"  He  denied  that  this  demand  (the  destruction  of  the  Protestant  Church) 
was  made  by  the  great  mass  of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  really  made  by  the 
Irish  priests,  headed  by  Cardinal  Cullen.  It  was  in  deference  to  the  demands 


of  that  Koman  Catholic  prelate,  and  the  persuasions  of  his  colleague,  Dr.  Man- 
ning, that  the  House  of  Commons  was  to  enter  on  this  course. — Speech, 
Standard,  April  29,  1868. 

I  will  conclude  these  quotations  from  the  speeches  of  the  defenders 
of  the  Queen's  supremacy  and  the  religious  liberties  and  civil  rights  of 
this  Protestant  nation,  with  those  glowing  words  spoken  at  the  Merchant 
Tailors'  banquet  by  the  Queen's  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  DISBAELI  said:  "  There  is  still  another  consequence  which  I  think  should 
be  placed  before  the  country  at  this  moment.  It  is  that  by  the  union  of  CJiurch 
and  State  the  supremacy  of  the  Sovereign  is  secured.  To  that  union  we  are 
indebted,  and  solely  indebted,  for  the  religious  liberty  which  has  been  the  boast 
of  and  the  source  of  happiness  to  this  country.  Not  only  do  we  owe  to  that  su- 
premacy of  the  Sovereign  the  blessing  of  religious  liberty  but  (for  it  is  an 
inseparable  consequence  of  that  combination)  we  also  owe  to  it  one  of  the  great- 
est guarantees  of  oiu*  civil  rights.  There  is  no  greater  error  in  the  world  than 
to  suppose  that  the  existence  of  the  Church  of  England  is  a  matter  of  interest 
only  to  those  who  have  the  blessing  to  be  in  spiritual  communion  with  her. 
The  principles  of  the  Reformation  never  would  have  succeeded  had  they  not 
been  connected  with  a  corporation  so  distinguished  by  learning  and  piety,  and 
so  fortified  by  tradition  as  the  Church  of  England.  And  I  will  venture  to  say 
that ,  if  that  Church  wen  to  JnU,  the  Protestant  cause  throughout  Europe  would 
receive  a  wound  from  which  probably  it  would  never  recover* 

Let  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics,  and  every  subject  of  the 
Queen,  ponder  these  words — Protestants,  because  their  Protestantism 
is  at  stake — Roman  Catholics,  because  Ultramontane  oppression  and 
priestcraft  may  overtake  them,  and  every  subject  of  the  Queen,  because 
his  religious  liberties  and  civil  rights  are  in  peril.  So  much,  then,  for  the 
Queen  and  her  defenders. 

Let  us  now  turn  to  the 

POPE     AND     HIS     CONFEDERATES. 

It  may  be  safely  asserted  that  the  leaders  of  the  Radical  party, 
Messrs.  Gladstone,  Bright,  and  Russell,  in  assaulting  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland,  have  joined  with  the  Ultramontane  Roman  Catholics 
in  their  endeavour  to  destroy  the  supremacy  of  the  Queen  and  the 
Protestant  institutions  of  the  realm.  Let  it  be  remembered  that  the 
Bill  of  Rights  declares  that  the  Sovereign  of  this  realm  must  be  a  Pro- 
testant. The  Act  of  Union  and  Catholic  Emancipation  Act  both 
acknowledge  and  guarantee  security  to  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  ;  and  the  Sovereign  when  crowned  swears  a  solemn  oath  to 
maintain  it.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  Reformation  ?  What  is  the 
meaning  of  the  Revolution  of  1688  ?  What  of  the  Coronation  Oath? 
Not  Radicalism,  not  Papal  supremacy,  not  Ultramontanism,  not  infidelity, 
but  emphatically  Protestantism,  and  the  Royal  supremacy.  That  the 
Radical  party  are  anxious  to  destroy  them  both,  let  the  following  quota- 
tions from  the  speeches  of  the  leaders  of  that  party  bear  witness.  The 
speech  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  introduced  his  resolutions,  was  an 
apology  for  Ultramontanism  and  a  condemnation  of  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said:  "It  has  been  the  particular  misfortune,  the  dark  fa- 
tality of  this  Church  question,  that  all  along  religious  establishments  under 
English  protection  have  been  associated  with  British  power." — Speech.  Times, 
March  31,  1868. 


Are  we  to  have  a  religious  establishment  set  up  under  a  foreign 
power  ?  We  shall  see.  Considering  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is 
trying  to  destroy  a  Protestant  Church,  I  will  here  insert  the  oath  volun- 
tarily drawn  up  and  subscribed  by  thirty  Roman  Catholic  bishops  in 
Ireland  in  1826,  and  in  consequence  of  which  the  Catholic  Emancipation 
Act  of  1829  was  passed.  The  oath  is  as  follows : — 

"  XIII.  The  Catholics  of  Ireland,  far  from  claiming  any  right  or  title  to  for- 
feited lands,  resulting  from  any  right  or  title,  or  interest,  which  their  ancestors 
may  have  had  therein,  declare  upon  oath  'that  they  will  defend  to  the  utmost 
of  their  power  the  settlement  and  arrangement  of  property  in  this  country,  as 
established  by  the  laws  now  in  being.'  They  also  disclaim,  disavow,  and 
solemnly  abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment,  for 
the  purpose  of  substituting  a  Catholic  Establishment  in  its  stead.  And  further, 
they  swear  that  they  will  not  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  they  are  or  may  be 
entitled,  to  disturb  and  weaken  the  Protestant  religion  and  the  Protestant 
government  in  Ireland."  (Dr.  Doyle's  Catholic  Claims,  page  302.) 

Now  what  says  Mr.  Gladstone  on  this  solemn  declaration  which 
ought  to  be,  and  was  considered  by  the  Protestants  then  to  be,  a  sacred 
oath.  He  says, — 

"  I  cannot  assent  that  any  such  assurance  of  the  Catholic  party  should  bind 
me  to  uphold  what  I  conceive  unfair  to  the  Catholics  and  injurious  to  the 
empire." — Speech,  Times,  March  31,  1868. 

How  long  has  Mr.  Gladstone  considered  Protestantism  injurious  to 
the  Empire  ?  That  which  the  Roman  Catholics  have  sworn  not  to  disturb 
must  be  destroyed  because  Mr.  Gladstone  thinks  it  unfair.  This  is 
Ultramontanism  with  a  vengeance.  Does  Mr.  Gladstone  know  Cardinal 
Cullen  ?  Has  he  any  acquaintance  with  Dr.  Manning  ?  When  he  was 
in  Rome  last  summer  was  he  attached  by  a  string  to  the  College  of  Car- 
dinals, and  is  he  a  puppet  of  those  ecclesiastics?  Certain  it  is  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  shews  a  marvellous  sympathy  for  the  Roman  Catholic,  while  he 
exhibits  a  no  less  marvellous  hostility  to  the  Protestant.  What  of  Fe- 
nianism?  Is  that  injurious  to  Ireland?  Is  it  not  injurious  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  British  Empire  ?  Has  it  not  prevented  capital  from 
flowing  into  Ireland  ?  But  what  says  Mr.  Gladstone  ?  He  pats  it  on 
the  back,  and  alleges  that  this  wicked  and  diabolical  conspiracy  is  a 
reason  why  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  should  be  destroyed.  But 
I  desire  to  know  whence  Mr.  Gladstone  obtained  the  information  that 
Fenianism  would  be  satisfied  if  the  Protestant  Church  were  destroyed. 
Did  I  ask  if  Mr.  Gladstone  knew  Cardinal  Cullen  and  the  Ultramontane 
Roman  Catholics  ?  Let  the  following  resolution  indicate  the  truth  : — 

"We  demand  the  disendowment  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  as  a  con- 
dition— (mark,  a  condition) — without  which  social  peace  and  stability,  general 
respect  for  the  laws,  and  unity  of  sentiment  and  of  action  for  national  objects 
can  never  prevail  in  Ireland."  (Resolution  of  Koman  Catholic  bishops,  Decem- 
ber 29, 1864.) 

Fenianism  has  lost  its  trade ;  Ultramontanism  has  outdone  that  fiend- 
ish conspiracy.  And  lest  Dr.  Manning  should  be  thought  to  be  moderate 
and  loyal,  he  has  in  a  pamphlet  taken  care  with  the  most  consummate 
audacity  to  warn  the  Protestants  of  England  that — 

"  So  long  as  there  exists  upon  the  statute  book  any  penal  enactment  against 
the  Catholic  religion — so  long  as  a  Protestant  Church  Establishment  is  main- 
tained by  law  over  Catholic  Ireland,  there  must  be  discontent,  which  will  be  the 
misery  of  Ireland  and  the  danger  of  England," 
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Whence,  then,  I  ask  again,  did  Mr.  Gladstone  obtain  his  information 
that  Fenianism  is  a  reason  for  destroying  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
land ?  Rome  has  brouget  forth  many  monsters — Fenianism  the  last, 
but  Ultramontanism  the  worst.  No  reform,  nothing  but  the  complete 
destruction  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  will,  even  as  a  prelimi- 
nary, satisfy  Dr.  Manning  and  Cardinal  Cullen,  and  Mr.  Gladstone,  at 
St.  Helens,  declared  that  nothing  else  would  satisfy  him  either.  The 
"  unity  of  sentiment  and  of  action  "  is  edifying.  Mr.  Gladstone  will 
sacrifice  the  Protestant  Church  to  propitiate  the  Ultramontane  friends  of. 
rebellion,  and  to  buy  off  Fenian  assassins. 

Fenianism  says  "  repeal  the  Union ;  "  Ultramontanism  says  "  destroy 
the  Protestant  Church."  And  if  you  destroy  the  Church  you  in  fact  do 
repeal  the  Union,  for  the  5th  Article  of  the  Act  of  Union  declares  the 
continuance  and  preservation  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland 
to  be  an  essential  and  fundamental  p 'art  of  the  Union. 

Is  the  Bill  of  Rights  a  penal  law  ?  and  will  Englishmen  give  it 
up  at  the  bidding  of  Messrs.  Manning,  Cullen,  and  Gladstone  ? — See  last 
page  Blaclavood's  Magazine,  July,  1868. 

Now  let  us  hear  what  Mr.  Bright  says — 

"  I  am  not  a  Catholic  in  the  sense  of  Eome ;  nor  a  Protestant  in  the  sense 
of  Ireland ;  nor  a  Presbyterian  in  the  senso  used  in  Ireland  or  Scotland ;  nor 
am  I  connected  with  powerful  sects  in  England." 

But  observe  his  anxiety  to  conciliate  Roman  Catholics — 

"  Do  not  let  anybody  suppose  that  I  concur  in  the  terms  which  havevf  alien 
from  Mr.  Horsman  in  respect  to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland.  There  can  bo  no 
good  in  cither  attacking  the  Catholic  population  or  the  Catholic  hierarchy." — 
Speech,  Standard,  March  14,  18G8. 

Mr.  Bright  seems  to  have  forgotten  the  time,  not  long  ago,  when  he 
insulted  the  members  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  by 
characterizing  the  Bishops  of  that  Church,  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords 
as  Peers  of  Parliament,  as  of  "adulterous  birth."  The  Bishops  might 
have  retaliated,  but  that  they  are  in  all  instances  scholars  and  gentlemen, 
and  Mr.  Bright  is  neither.  They  are  not  of  the  same  malignant,  malicious, 
reckless,  and  unscrupulous  disposition.  But  Mr.  Bright  will  defend  Ul- 
tramontanism. the  most  un-English,  anti-national,  and  anti-Protestant  of 
all  the  isrns  which  have  gained  his  support.  Moreover  he  presumes  to  speak 
in  the  name,  and  as  the  benefactor,  of  the  working  men  of  this  country, 
and  never  fails  to  trade  on  the  reputation  and  good  name  of  that  disin- 
terested and  distinguished  man  Richard  Cobden,  whose  mantle  the  people 
can  easily  see  has  not  fallen  on  Mr.  Bright.  The  lapse  of  a  few  years  may 
account  for  many  having  forgotten  that  the  most  violent  opponent  of  the 
Factory  Act  of  1844,  of  the  Printworks  Act  of  1845,  and  of  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill,  was  Mr.  Bright.  Although  he  has  shown  an  utter  want  of 
magnanimity  and  liberality  and  beneficence  and  all  kindness  of  heart 
towards  the  suffering  and  industrious  workers  in  our  factories,  and  would 
allow  that  the  only  limit  to  the  duration  of  their  employment  should  be 
their  sheer  physical  inability  to  work  any  longer,  yet  he  sets  himself  for- 
ward as  the  People's  Friend,  as  one  of  the  most  finished  gifts  of  providence 
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to  the  world,  and  proclaims  himself  as  the  "  preacher  of  political  righteous- 
ness."    And  thus  he  preacheth  : — 

"The  Protestant  ascendancy,  as  represented  by  the  Cliurch  in  Ireland,  ia 
doomed."— Speech,  Standard,  March  14,  1868. 

Can  anything  be  plainer?  Is  this  the  sentiment  of  the  Protestants  of 
this  country  ?  Will  they  confirm  Mr.  Bright's  Popish  assertion  ?  If  so, 
Popery  is  triumphant,  and  John  Bright  is  its  prophet.  Every  loyal  Pro- 
testant must  devoutly  hope  that  the  Great  Controller  of  all  things  will  so 
guide  the  new  electors  in  exercising  their  electoral  privileges  for  the  first 
time,  that  they  may  prove  to  the  world  that  they  value  the  constitution 
under  which  it  is  their  happiness  to  live,  their  Bible  and  their  Protestant 
privileges  far  too  highly  to  allow  them  to  be  trampled  underfoot  of  Rome 
and  its  disciple,  John  Bright 

The  solemn  attention  of  all  loyal  Englismen  is  invited  to  the  following 
proof  that  Messrs.  Gladstone,  Bright,  and  Russell,  are  attempting  to  de- 
stroy the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  with  the  deliberate  determination 
to  endow  Ultramontane  Popery  out  of  the  funds  of  that  Church,  and  to 
substitute  the  Pope's  authority  for  the  Queen's  supremacy. 

Mr.  WH  ALLEY  asked  Mr.  Gladstone  if  he  meant  to  propose  the  abolition 
of  the  Maynooth  Grant  ?  (See  Standard,  April  3,  1868.) 

Now  mark  the  answer — 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  "  In  my  opinion,  any  plan  such  as  I  have  been 
endeavouring  to  lay  the  basis  of  must  include  provisions  for  the  relief,  and  the 
entire  relief — whether  immediate  or  not — of  the  consolidated  fund  from  all 
charges  for  the  Maynooth  Grant,  or  any  other  religious  principle." 

Contrast  this  with  the  imperious  demand  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  first  re- 
solution, "  that  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland  shall  cease  to  exist  as  an 
Establishment."  Now,  we  know  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  capable  of 
great  subtilty.  In  the  first  place  the  right  hon.  gentleman  gave  an  answer 
for  which  Mr.  Whalley  did  not  ask ;  and  on  the  following  day  Mr.  Whalley 
said  he  hoped  Mr.  Gladstone  "  would  specifically  answer  the  question." 
(See  Standard,  April  4, 1868.)  We  shall  see  presently  how  "  specifically  " 
the  question  was  answered.  But  let  attention  be  paid  to  the  answer  al- 
ready given.  And  observe  the  finesse  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  The 
Maynooth  grant  is  paid  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  State.  The  united  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland  receives  not  a  penny  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  State  ; 
it  receives  neither  "  national  payment,"  as  Mr.  Spurgeon  alleges,  nor 
"  State  aid,"  as  the  Liberationists  assert,  and  whoever  states  that  it  does 
asserts  a  falsehood  and  suppresses  the  truth.  Note  then  the  words  in 
Mr.  Gladstone's  answer,  "  Provisions  for  the  relief  of  the  consolidated 
fund."  Where  are  the  "  provisions  "  to  come  from  for  such  relief?  Are 
they  to  be  furnished  by  "  State  aid,"  or  by  "  national  payment,"  or  are 
they  to  be  purloined  from  the  endowments  of  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  ?  For,  be  it  remarked,  Mr.  Gladstone  has  asserted  that 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  must  lose  its  endowments,  yet  he  does 
not  assert  that  the  Maynooth  grant  must  cease,  but  only  that  "provisions  " 
must  be  made  for  its  payment  otherwise  than  from  the  taxes  of  the  State. 
Further,  Mr.  Gladstone's  three  resolutions  on  the  Irish  Church  were  passed 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  May  7,  1868.  In  the  Standard  of  May  8, 
1 868,  will  be  found  the  following  extracts  of  its  report  of  the  debate : — 
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"Mr.  ATTOUN  cordially  approved  of  the  resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
member  for  South  Lancashire;  but  he  must  say  that  considerable  doubt 
existed  throughout  the  country  whether  any  portion  of  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church  was  to  be  given  to  support  the  Roman  Catholic  religion. 

He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 

gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  if  he  came  into  power,  to  appropriate  any  portion 
of  the  Church  property  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion? 
The  Roman  Catholic  body  in  Ireland  were  to  a  great  extent  Ultra- 
montane, and  Ultramontanism  was  altogether  opposed  to  the  feelings  of  the 

great  mass  of  the  people  of  England  and  Scotland The  resolution 

which  he  (Mr.  Aytoun)  was  about  to  submit  to  the  House  was  intended  to 
guard  against  any  misunderstanding  or  ambiguity  on  that  point  (the  endow- 
ment of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion)." 

The  latter  clause  of  Mr.  Aytoun's  amendment  was  as  follows  : — 

"  That  no  part  of  the  secularised  funds  of  the  Anglican  Church  (the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland)  be  applied  in  any  way  or  under  any  form  to 
the  endowment  or  furtherance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland,  or 
maintenance  of  Roman  Catholic  denominational  schools  or  colleges." 

Mr.  Lament,  another  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  supporters,  in  seconding  this 
amendment  said : — 

"If  he  had  thought  that  there  would  have  been  the  slightest  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  assenting  to  it,  he  would  have  voted  against  the 
resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman." 

This  amendment  or  resolution  was  proposed,  be  it  remembered,  by 
two  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  own  supporters.  (See  Standard,  May  8, 1868.)  Now 
what  was  Mr.  Gladstone's  answer,  when  asked  for  a  complete  and  intelli- 
gible issue  ?  The  right  hon.  gentleman,  according  to  the  practice  of  Jesuits, 
talked  reservedly  and  economically  and  mystically,  for  some  time,  when 

Mr.  AYTOUN,  the  mover  of  the  amendment  rose  and  said — "  What  I  asked 
for  was  a  complete  issue.  I  did  not  ask  for  details,  but  I  wished  to  know 
whether  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  proposed  to  give  a  portion  of  the  funds  he  would 
derive  to  the  Roman  Catholics  ?" 

Now  what  was  Mr.  Gladstone's  reply,  when  thus  fixed  in  a  corner  by 
one  of  his  own  supporters,  and  to  whom,  if  to  anyone,  he  ought  to  have 
given  an  explicit  answer  ?  Observe  his  answer — 

"My  hon.  friend,"  said  the  right  hon.  gentleman  with  great  suavity,  "surely 
would  not  ask  me  to  give  him  a  plan  which,  standing  in  the  position  in  which  I 
am  placed,  I  am  not  competent  to  form." 

Thus,  then,  we  arrive  at  this  point :  that  Mr.  Gladstone  is  not  com- 
petent to  answer  the  simple  question,  whether  he  will  give  the  endowments 
of  the  Protestants  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  but  he  is  competent  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  destroy  the  Queen's  supremacy  and  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Ireland.  And  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Radical,  Infidel,  and 
Ultramontane  followers  defeated  Mr.  Aytoun's  resolutions ;  on  which 
occasion  Mr.  Bright  took,  as  usual,  the  side  of  the  Ultramontanes,  and 
said — 

"  I  object  to  the  words  in  the  latter  part  of  the  resolution  "  (already  given 
above).  See  Standard,  May  8,  1868. 

As  if  to  confirm  his  determination  to  endow  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, a  second  time  on  the  same  evening  opposed  and  defeated  another 
amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Greene,  to  this  effect : 
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'•That  no  part  of  the  endowments  of  the  Anglican  Church  (the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland)  be  applied  to  the  endowment  of  the  institutions 
of  other  religious  communities." — See  Standard,  May  8,  1868. 

After  the  defeat  of  this  amendment  by  Messrs.  Bright,  Gladstone,  and 
Co.,  Lord  John  Manners  rose  and  said  : — 

"  How  did  the  hon.  member  for  Birmingham  vote  on  this  occasion  ?  He 
voted  against  the  amendment,  and  therefore  he  voted  in  favour  of  reserving  to 
himself  the  power  of  voting  hereafter  any  portion  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  for  the  sustentation  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church.  That  is  the  fact 
that  has  just  occurred.  And,  calling  public  attention  to  that  fact,  I  leave  the 
issue  with  the  greatest  confidence  in  the  hands  of  the  country." 

Mr.  Newdegate,  at  the  close  of  this  same  debate,  said  : 

"The  Eight  Hon.  Mr.  Gladstone  proposed  to  take  the  property 'of  the 
Protestant  Church,  as  it  appeared  by  the  late  vote,  to  give  it  to  the  Eoman 
Catholics."— Standard,  May  8,  1868. 

Still  further :  Earl  Russell — of  whose  family  Burke  says,  "  The  grants 
(from  the  plunder  of  the  Church)  to  the  house  of  Russell  were  so  enor- 
mous as  not  only  to  outrage  economy,  but  to  stagger  credulity " — has 
actually  propounded  a  scheme  for  the  endowment  of  Popery  in  Ireland, 
while  he  is  at  the  same  time  endeavouring  to  rob  the  Protestant  Church. 
(See  Nonconformist,  Feb.  29,  1868.) — See  Lord  Russell's  monstrous 
proposal.  Quarterly  Review,  u4pril,  lS$S,page  553. 

Although  Mr.  Spurgeon  has  gone  so  far  as  to  lend  his  Tabernacle  to  Mr. 
Bright  and  his  friends  in  their  assault  on  the  Irish  Church,  he  is  neverthe- 
less compelled  to  say,  in  a  letter  published  in  the  Rock,  that  "  Bright  and 
Piussell  will  endow  Popery,  but  Gladstone,  he  thinks,  will  make  a  clean 
sweep.'7  But  Mr.  Aytoun  enquires  of  Mr.  Spurgeon,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Morning  Advertiser — 

"  Whether  he  (Mr.  Spurgeon)  approves  of  Mr,  Gladstone's  intention  of 
£300,000  a  year  of  State  funds  being  handed  over  to  the  priests  of  Ireland  for 
their  colleges  and  schools  -,  to  be  placed  exclusively  under  the  direction,,  not  of 
the  more  liberal  Eoman  Catholics,  but  of  U Itramontanes  of  the  deepest  dye  ? 
If  he  does  not  approve  of  this,  why  does  he  (Mr.  Spurgeon)  go  about  doing 
everything  in  his  power  to  whitewash,  apologise  for,  and  even  sanction  with 
his  approval  a  statesman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  who  is  intent  on  such  an  obiect." 
(See  Sock  June  16,  1868.) 

This  last  quotation  is  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Aytoun,  who  voted  for  Mr. 
Gladstone's  destructive  resolutions.  These  so-called  "  State  funds  "  are  the 
property  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  and  for  the  most  part  have 
been  given  by  Protestants  to  that  Church  since  the  Reformation.  And  yet 
we  have  Mr.  Spurgeon  stating  that  "  a  right  and  good  thing  "  is  about  to 
be  done  by  Messrs.  Gladstone,  Bright,  and  Russell,  robbing  the  Protestant 
Church  and  destroying  the  Queen's  supremacy  in  Ireland,  and  in  bestow- 
ing the  plunder  on  the  Queen's  Ultramontane  enemies  and  setting  up  the 
foreign  Papal  supremacy.  Mr.  Bright  says,  "The  Protestant  ascendancy 
is  doomed."  That  disloyal  and  pseudo  Archbishop  Manning  has,  with  inso- 
lent audacity,  stated  "  that  the  Queen's  supremacy  has  died  a  natural 
death." — See  Westminster  Gazette,  June  13,  1868.  How  long  will  the 
Protestants  of  England  allow  this  Papist  to  stalk  through  the  land  and 
flaunt  the  scarlet  rag  of  Ultramontanism  in  face  of  our  beloved  Queen  ? 
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What,  then,  is  the  plain  intelligible  issue  to  be  decided  by  the  Pro- 
testants of  this  country  ?  Can  there  be  any  doubt  as  to  the  fact  that 
the  Protestant  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  is  to  be  robbed  of  its  en- 
dowments, and  that  Ultramotanisin  is  to  receive  the  stolen  goods ;  and 
that  Messrs.  Gladstone,  Bright,  and  Russell,  are  to  be  the  spoliators,  and 
Messrs.  Manning  and  Cullen  the  receivers  of  the  plunder  ?  Let  the  Pro- 
testants of  this  country  weigh  well  the  issue  before  them.  It  behoves  all 
who  prize  liberty  of  conscience  and  freedom  of  opinion,  and  who  value  the 
rights  and  privileges  guaranteed  by  the  Queen's  supremacy  and  the  Pro- 
testant institutions  of  this  great  nation,  to  pause  ere  they  destroy  for  ever 
the  fame  and  power  of  Protestant  England. 

The  opponents  of  the  Irish  Branch  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  say,  and  they  wish  the  Protestants  of  this  country  to  believe, 
that  this  is  not  a  religious  question.  Why,  then,  are  the  Ultramontane 
Romanists  moving  every  earthly  power  to  suppress  the  Protestant  Church 
of  Ireland  ?  Has  not  Cardinal  Cullen  said  that  there  can  be  no  toleration 
for  those  who  acknowledge  the  Bible  as  the  rule  of  faith,  and  exercise  the 
right  of  private  judgment?  The  Church  in  Ireland  is  the  Church  of  the 
Reformation,  and  every  church  and  every  rectory  has  been  built  or 
rebuilt  with  Protestant  money  since  the  Reformation. — See  statements 
by  Bishop  of  Tuam.  Will  Englishmen,  then,  send  Bibles  and  missionaries 
to  foreign  lands,  and  yet  allow  their  Protestant  brethren  in  Ireland  to  be 
robbed,  and  the  free  and  open  reading  of  the  Bible  to  be  suppressed  by 
the  Ultramontane  priests  of  Ireland?  The  Nation,  an  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  newspaper,  has  declared  that  the  work  of  the  Protestants  in 
Ireland  is  gaining  ground.  Has  not  Dr.  Manning  declared  that  if  Pro- 
testantism can  only  be  conquered  in  England,  it  is  conquered  throughout 
the  world  ?  Has  not  a  Romanist  in  the  House  of  Commons  proposed 
that  the  Queen  should  abdicate,  and  the  next  sovereign  be  absolved  from 
making  any  declaration  against  Popery  ?  Can  any  one  doubt  that  the 
Protestant  religion  is  attacked  ?  Infidels,  Ritualists,  and  Romanists  are 
confederate  against  the  Protestant  faith.  A  correspondent  of  the  Church 
News  says  "Mr.  Disraeli  is  right:  there  is  a  conspiracy  between  Radical 
Ritualists  and  Romanists."  Let  the  truth  then  be  told.  This  is  a  religious 
question.  Unless  Englishmen  wish  to  be  bound  once  more  with  the  fetters 
of  Rome,  they  must  bestir  themselves  in  time.  Let  not  Popery  point  the 
iinger  of  scorn  throughout  the  world  at  the  apathy  of  Protestant  England. 
England  is  the  home  of  freedom.  It  is  the  citadel  of  Protestant  truth. 

In  the  words  of  the  late  Canon  Stowell — "  The  eyes  of  all  Protestant 
lands  are  upon  us.  Away,  then,  with  faltering  !  away  with  fear!  Let  us 
trust  God  and  try ;  let  us  dare  and  do." 

Protestants !  stand  by  your  colours  at  the  next  election.  Let  the 
shout  go  up,  and  let  the  votes  come  down  plump,  for 

"THE    QUEEN    AND    NO    POPERY." 
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